5
In the Shadow of the Citizen-Soldier: Politics and Gender in Dutch Officers' Careers, 1780-1815
Stefan Dudink
Military officers' experiences of the Revolutionary and Napoleonic Wars differed dramatically for reasons that are obvious in some cases and in others merit further consideration. If not cut short by injury or death, an ambitious officer's career was largely shaped during this period by his ability to adapt both to the changing nature of war and politics and to the evolving relationship between them. Historian David A. Bell has recently characterized these changes in terms of an increasing differentiation of the military from the civilian sphere. By the late eighteenth century, Bell argues, a 'culture of war' that was dominated by aristocrats who did not sharply distinguish their professional roles as military officers from their social identity as noblemen gave way to a new culture organized around a separation of the military from civil society. This new culture came with an 'infrastructure of difference' that segregated the military institutionally by housing soldiers in barracks, educating them in military academies and regulating their conduct by means of a separate legal system. Officers were required to wear uniforms that visually displayed their military status, to spend more and more time soldiering and to espouse a political cause rather than a code of honour to which they were unconditionally bound. Instead of belonging to a warrior class that adhered to a concept of honour that pre-dated the nation-state, they were becoming professionals in the service of a state government, regardless of whether they fought for their native country. Bell's account is part of his wider study of modern total war, which he sees emerging for the first time over the course of the French Revolution and the Napoleonic Wars. The separation of the military from civil society, he argues, was a prerequisite for the imposition of the former's values and practices on the latter. The emergence of modern militarism-which entailed the subordination of civil to military-rested on the prior construction of these two spheres as opposites.
In Bell's history of the creation and subsequent transgression of modern boundaries between military and civil spheres, the citizen-soldier of classical antiquity occupies a contradictory position. Locating the origins of modern total war in the intellectual transformations of the Enlightenment and the dynamics of revolutionary politics, Bell shows how important to Enlightenment thinkers and revolutionaries alike was the idea of an ancient civic virtue that found its worthiest expression in male citizens taking up arms. In a way, however, Bell also refuses the citizen-soldier his due. He calls it 'a great irony' that notions of war and politics derived from classical antiquity-notions he consistently refers to as 'fantasy' and 'dreams'-should contribute to the rise of a quintessentially modern regime of warfare. This chapter interprets the careers of two Dutch officers during the Revolutionary and Napoleonic Wars as expressions of the citizen-soldier ideal and the political masculinity it represented. While not primarily concerned with the emergence of total war, my interpretation does build on Bell's analysis of the changing nature of war and politics in this period. The ideal of the citizen-soldier holds a central place in the following discussion, less in terms of fantasy than in relation to its shaping influence on early modern and modern European and Atlantic political cultures. Well preserved in the 'republican tradition', the legacy of the citizen-soldier of antiquity helped to define important aspects of (early) modern politics. 4 Given this influence, and given the assumptions about the fundamental unity of the elements of public life that the citizen-soldier embodied, it is, perhaps, less ironic than Bell suggests that this ideal contributed to a modern culture of war in which the distinction between military and civil spheres ultimately collapsed.
The differing fortunes of the two officers discussed here can be explained: first, as effects of the varying degrees to which they were willing and able to emulate the classical citizen-soldier; and, second, as a reflection of the contemporary fortunes of the citizen-soldier ideal, which rose to prominence in the early years of the Dutch Age of Democratic Revolutions but thereafter fell from grace. To embody the citizen-soldier implied the ideological and practical performance of a specific kind of masculinity. The ideal of the citizen-soldier was highly gendered, centring on notions of male virtue, valour and self-sacrifice. Imagined as precarious, these qualities and masculinity itself were never assumed or conferred but always had to be actively pursued, while effeminacy-that peculiarly pre-and early modern category of gender-had to be avoided.
5 To attain such a virtuous masculinity was also to forge a connection between aspects of society. Politics and war, in particular, were linked, or at least prevented from becoming separate domains, in the process of achieving the masculinity that was specific to the citizen-soldier. Becoming a truly virtuous male citizen entailed rejection of a life devoted to private interests and pleasures without any attention to public duties. Admittedly, this pre-and early modern topography of the
